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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 . Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. Specifically, independent claim 1 , refers to "a second license 

manager operable to The term "operable" is a vague and indefinite and fails to 

particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter of the Applicant's invention. 

In order words claim 1 fails to properly set forth the metes and bounds of the claimed 

invention. Thus independent claim 1 and dependent claims 2-30 are rejected under the 

second paragraph of 35 USC § 112. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-11.13. and 14-30 , are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 



anticipated by Granger et al U.S. Patent No. 6,480,959 B1 
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2. As per claim 1 , Granger et al discloses a software license manager system, 
comprising: 

a plurality of application programs (fig. 12; col. 24, lines 20-26, 55-60); 

a plurality of license certificates that authorize use of corresponding ones of the 
application programs (fig. 12; col. 24, lines 20-26, 55-60); 

license retrieval protocols associated with and operable by the application 
programs to request license authorizations, each of the protocols being associated and 
operable with a predetermined license manager (col. 24, lines 20-26, 55-60; col. 25, 
lines 20-40); and 

a second license manager operable to intervene and perform at least a portion of 
the functions otherwise performed by a plurality of the predetermined license managers 
(fig. 12; col. 24, line 62-col. 25, line 15; col. 25, lines 20-40). 

3. As per claim 2 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager is operable transparently to the plurality of 
application programs (fig. 12). 

4. As per claim3 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the application programs include a facility that enables their selective 
operation with a predetermined license manager or with the second license manager 
(fig. 12; col. 25, lines 1-40). 
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5. As per claim 4 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager serves as a central license manager for 
substantially all of the application programs in a computer (fig. 12; col. 24, lines 20-25, 
55-67). 

6. As per claim 5 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager serves to centralize and replace software 
operations normally performed by a plurality of predetermined license managers (fig. 
12; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

7. As per claim 6 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the license certificates are associated with, controlled and dispensed 
by the central license manager (fig. 12; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

8. As per claim 7 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, including a plurality of the predetermined license managers and the plurality of 
the predetermined license managers being operationally coupled with the central 
license manager (fig. 12; col. 24, lines 20-25, 55-67; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

9. As per claim 8 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, including at least one predetermined license manager and the second license 
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manager being operable to handle and store license use historical information (fig. 12; 
col. 24, lines 20-25, 55-67; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

1 0. As per claim 9 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the license certificates are associated with and directly controlled by 
the at least one predetermined license manager (fig. 12). 

11. As per claim 10 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the at least one predetermined license manager is coupled to the 
second license manager and uses the second license manager as a repository for its 
license certificates (fig. 12; col. 24, lines 20-25, 55-67; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

1 2. As per claim 11 . Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager is operable by intercepting API 
(Application Program Interface) calls issued by the plurality of application programs (fig. 
12; col. 25, lines 20-40). 

1 3. As per claim 13 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager intercepts API calls by renaming modules 
(col. 19, lines 60-67; col. 21, lines 35-45; col. 26, lines 5-15). 



14. As per claim 14 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
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system, in which the second license manager intercepts an API call by executing exit 
routines (col. 16, lines 30-40). 

1 5. As per claim 15 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the system is operable to obtain for the application programs license 
certificates without assistance from any predetermined license manager (fig. 12). 

16. As per claim 16 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which, where the predetermined license manager has an API library that is 
provided as a shared runtime library or an executing agent process, the second license 
manager replaces the API library of the predetermined license manager with a shared 
runtime library or agent process thereof (col. 26, lines 5-15). 

1 7. As per claim 17 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager has a translator that includes a facility 
that provides data compatibility between itself and the protocols associated with a 
plurality of the predetermined license managers (fig. 12; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

18. As per claim 18 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the facility of the second license manager is operable to provide one or 
more of the following functionalities: 
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(a) temporary data elements, if necessary, to contain translated data for use in 
API calls (col. 20, lines 40-45); 

(b) data elements in a format of one or more tables, lists, files to retain relevant 
data elements for one or more of the predetermined license manager protocols or the 
second license manager and their status across multiple API calls (col. 20, lines 26-45); 

(c) conversion tables between data variables (col. 22, lines 15-55; col. 24, lines 
1-55); and 

(d) aliases to enable the protocols of the predetermined license manager or the 
second license manager to reference the same data where the respective formats are 
different (col. 22, lines 15-55; col. 24, lines 1-55). 

19. As per claim 19 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager comprises a plurality of data translations 
procedures that are implemented individually within a translator facility of the second 
license manager (col. 8, lines 8-20; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

20. As per claim 20 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the plurality of data translation procedures are implemented: 

(a) individually within the translator of the second license manager (col. 25, lines 

1-40); 

(b) as a separate runtime library of procedures that can be executed by API calls 
(col. 16, lines 30-40; col. 20, lines 25-45); 
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(c) as an external agent process (col. 16, lines 30-40); or 

(d) by intercepting API calls of the predetermined license manager (col. 25, lines 
20-40). 

21 . As per claim 21 . Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, further including at least one predetermined license manager and including a 
license certificate translator that is operable for translating license certificates created 
for the predetermined license manager to license certificates that are compatible with 
license certificate formats associated with the second license manager and vice versa 
(fig. 12; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

22. As per claim 22 . Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the license certificate translator has a first set of procedures that are 
invoked to determine if the license certificate translator is to be employed in whole or 
part (col. 8, lines 8-20; col. 25, lines 1-40). 

23. As per claim 23 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the first set of procedures operate by reference to a knowledge base 
or by calls to application program interface calls of the predetermined license manager 
(col. 16, lines 40-55). 



24. 



As per claim 24 . Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
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system, in which the license certificate translator is linked in part into the at least one 
predetermined license manager as an object code, as a shared runtime library, or as an 
executing process that is accessed via its own set of API calls (fig. 12; col. 25, lines 1- 

50). 



25. As per claim 25 . Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, including at least one predetermined license manager which operates with the 
second license manager as dual license managers (fig. 12). 



26. As per claim 26 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the at least one predetermined license manager and the second 
license manager cooperate to use their respective license certificates (fig. 12; col. 25, 
lines 1-40). 



27. As per claim 27 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the second license manager develops license management 
information (fig. 12; col. 25, lines 20-40). 

28. As per claim 28 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, including at least one predetermined license manager having a facility for 
making API calls to the second license manager to obtain license certificates (fig. 12; 
col. 25, lines 20-40). 
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29. As per claim 29 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the at least one predetermined license manager communicates license 
use data to the second license manager for storage therein (col. 24, lines 55-67; col. 25, 
lines 1-40). 

30. As per claim 30 , Granger et al further discloses the software license manager 
system, in which the software license manager system operates without any 
predetermined license managers (fig. 12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 12 , is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Granger et al U.S. Patent No. 6,480,959 B1 in view of Torrubia-Saez U.S. Patent 

Application Publication No. 2005/0251686 A1. 

31 . As per claim 12 , Granger et al failed to explicitly disclose the software license 
manager system, in which the second license manager intercepts the API calls by 
carrying out a hooking process. 
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Torrubia-Saez discloses the software license manager system, in which the 
second license manager intercepts the API calls by carrying out a hooking process 
(0159; 0160). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Granger et al and incorporate the 
software license manager system, in which the second license manager intercepts the 
API calls by carrying out a hooking process as taught by Torrubia-Saez in order to 
ensure proper replacement of the routine occurred. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The reference cited to Horstmann U.S. Patent 6,009,401 and 
Armstrong et al U.S. Patent 6,959291 are documents considered relevant to the 
claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles C. Agwumezie whose number is (571) 272- 
6838. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on (571) 272 - 6712. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 
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(571) 273-8300. [Official communications; including After Final communications labeled 
"Box AF"]. 

(571) 273-8300. [Informal/Draft communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"]. 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office Customer Service Window: 

Randolph Building, 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria VA. 22314 

Charlie Lion Agwumezie 
Patent Examiner 

Art Unit 3621 /I 
June 7, 2006 /O // 



